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 Weekly GST Communique 

 

Recent Judgements of the Week  

• Delhi HC rules Central Excise Duty rebate claim filed after expiry of 1 year as ineligible  

• NCLT: Directs for access of GST Portal to Corporate Debtor to pay GST liability  

• Supreme Court stays Gujarat HC Judgment which declared press release w.r.t last date to avail ITC for FY 2017-

18 as illegal 

• HC allows modification of TRAN-1 to claim pre-GST ITC 

• HC directs adjudicating authority to construe intimation letter demanding interest as SCN and give an 

opportunity of being heard  

• Appeal u/s 35G of the Excise Act for determining applicability of Service Tax, not maintainable before HC 

• HC directs Chairman and CEO-GSTN to monitor and ensure redressal of all GSTN grievances till constitution of 

PGC 

 
Important Press Releases  

 

• Key decisions of 38th GST Council Meeting w.r.t. Law and Procedure related changes 

• Key Takeaway of 38th GST Council Meeting on GST Rate Changes, Exemptions 

• 38th GST Council Meeting - Presentation on GST Revenue Trends 

 

 Important Updates 

 

• CBIC extends due date of filing of GSTR-3B for the month of November 2019 

• New Offline Tools of GSTR-9C are likely to be available by Dec 21, 2019 

• Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme shall not be extended beyond December 31: CBIC 
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Recent Judgements of the Week 

 

Delhi HC rules Central Excise Duty rebate claim filed after expiry of 1 year as ineligible  

Facts Orient Micro Abrasives Limited (“the Petitioner” or “Orient”) has filed a writ petition in the 
Hon’ble Delhi High Court (“the Delhi HC”) vide writ petition no. W.P.(C) 7683/2019 versus the 
Union of India (“UOI” or “the Respondent”) seeking quashing and setting aside of Order 
No.692/18 – CX, December 10th, 2018, passed by the Principal Commissioner and Additional 
Secretary to the Government of India, in his capacity as Revisionary Authority, under Section 
35EE of the Central Excise Act, 1944 (“the Excise Act”). 

On October 30th, 2013, the Petitioner filed a claim, for rebate of central excise duty, paid on 
Chlorinated Paraffin Plasticisers, exported by the Petitioner as a merchant-exporter, to USA, 
during the period June 6th, 2012 to June 8th, 2012. 

Applications for rebate of Central excise duty paid on excisable goods, consequent on their 
export, are required to be filed within one year of the date of their export, under Section 11B 
of the Excise Act. 

As such, the rebate claim, filed by the Petitioner, was rejected by the Assistant Commissioner 
of Customs (AC), vide Order-in-Original dated 29th January, 2014, on the ground that it was 
barred by time, as it had been filed after the expiry of one year from the date of export of the 
goods. The appeal, preferred there against by the Petitioner, was dismissed by the 
Commissioner of Customs (Appeals) vide Order-in-Appeal dated 11th February, 2015. 

The Petitioner challenged the aforesaid Order-in-Appeal, of the Commissioner (Appeals), by 
way of a Revision Application, under Section 35EE of the Excise Act, before the Revisionary 
Authority. In the Revision Application, the Petitioner contended that the rejection of its rebate 
claim, on the ground of limitation, was unsustainable, as there was no stipulation of any one 
year time limit, either in Rule 18 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002 or in Notification 19/04 – CE 
(NT) dated 6th September, 2004, issued under Rule 18 of the Central Excise Rules, whereunder 
the rebate claim was filed. 

The Petitioner also sought to contend that his inability in filing the rebate claim within 1 year 
of export of the goods was because the Export Promotion (EP) copy of the Shipping Bills, which 
were required to be filed with the rebate claim, were not made available to it. It was contended 
that the rebate claim was filed as soon as the EP copy became available. The non-availability of 
the EP copies of the shipping bills, it was further sought to be pointed out, was owing to a 
failure in the computer systems in the Customs house, for which the Petitioner could not be 
prejudiced. 

These submissions were not accepted by the Revisionary Authority, who, vide the impugned 
Order, dated 10.12.2018, rejected the Petitioner‘s rebate claim, reiterating the finding, of the 
authorities below, that the claim was barred by time. Reliance was placed, by the Revisionary 
Authority, for this purpose, on the judgment of the Supreme Court in Union of India vs. 
Uttam  Steel Ltd. [(2015) 13 SCC 209], as well as of the Bombay High Court in Everest Flavours 
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vs. Union of India [(2012) 282 ELT 481], and of the Madras High Court in Hyundai Motors India 
Ltd. vs. UOI [2014 SCC Online Mad 12157]. 

The learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner, has, basically, urged two grounds, in support 
of the writ petition. Firstly that, owing to the technical fault at the end of the Respondent, 
because of which the EP copies of the shipping bills could not be made available to the 
Petitioner in time, the Petitioner could not be made to suffer prejudice. Reliance is placed for 
this submission, on the judgment of the High Court of Gujarat in Cosmonaut Chemicals vs. 
Union of India [2009 (233) ELT 46 (Guj)], as well as of the High Court of Rajasthan in Gravita 
India Ltd. vs. Union of India [2016 (334) ELT 321 (Raj)]. 

Alternatively, it has been submitted that, the date of submission of the ARE-1 form, to the 
customs authorities, should be regarded as the date of filing of the rebate claim. 

Issue Whether the Petitioner is entitled to rebate of Central Excise Duty in the present case where 
the claim has been filed after the expiry of the period of 1 year post the export of goods? 

Held The Hon’ble Delhi High Court has passed the following order in the matter of writ petition no. 
W.P.(C) 7683/2019 dated November 27th, 2019 observing that: 

• In Everest Flavours Ltd. v. Union of India [(2012) 282 ELT 481], the High Court of 
Bombay, clearly held that the period of 1 year, stipulated in Section 11B of the Excise 
Act, for preferring a claim of rebate, has necessarily to be complied with, as a 
mandatory requirement. 

• The Delhi HC also disagreed with the views expressed by the High Court of Gujarat in 
Cosmonaut Chemicals v. Union of India [2009 (233) ELT 46 (Guj)] and the High Court of 
Rajasthan in Gravita India Ltd. v. Union of India [2016 (334) ELT 321 (Raj)], to the effect 
that, where there was a delay in obtaining the EP copy of the Shipping Bill, the period 
of one year, stipulated in Section 11B of the Excise Act should be reckoned from the 
date when the EP copy of the Shipping Bill became available as this, in their view, 
amounts to rewriting of Explanation (B) to Section 11B of the Excise Act, which, is not 
permissible. 

• The Delhi HC was also unable to subscribe to the views vehemently urged by the learned 
counsel for the Petitioner, that the date of submission of the ARE-1, to the Customs 
Officer, ought to be treated as the date of filing of the rebate claim. “ARE-1” expands 
to “Application for Removal of Excisable Goods”. The ARE-1 is, therefore, an application 
which accompanies the removal of the excisable goods, and its submission is necessarily 
anterior in point of time, to the export of the goods which is apparent from Clauses 3(a) 
(vii), (xii), (xiv) and 3(b) of Notification 19/2004 – CE (NT) dated September 6, 2004, 
which deal with the procedure for sealing of goods, examination thereof and 
presentation of rebate claim. 

• Clearly, the submission of the ARE-1 is anterior to the filing of the rebate claim and the 
date of submission of the said application cannot, therefore, be treated as the date of 
filing of the rebate claim. The learned counsel was unable to draw the attention to any 
statutory provision, or judicial authority, enabling the date of submission of the ARE-1 
application to be treated as the date of filing of the rebate claim. 
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• Periods of limitation, stipulated in taxing statutes, are sacrosanct. It is settled, as far 
back as in Cape Brandy Syndicate vs. Inland Revenue Commissioners (1921) 2 K.B. 403, 
thus: 

“... in a taxing Act one has to look merely at what is clearly said. There is no room for any 
intendment. There is no equity about a tax. There is no presumption as to a tax. Nothing is to 
be read in, nothing is to be implied. One can only look fairly at the language used.” 

Conclusively the Hon’ble Delhi High Court held that they are unable to accede to either 
submission made by the learned counsel and there is no reason to disturb the concurrent view 
of all three authorities i.e. the AC, the Commissioner (Appeals) and the Revisionary Authority, 
that the rebate claim of the Petitioner merited rejection, as it was barred by time. Resultantly, 
the writ petition was dismissed with no order as to costs. 

 

NCLT: Directs for access of GST Portal to Corporate Debtor to pay GST liability  

Facts T.R. Ravicandran (“Applicant”), a Resolution Professional (“RP”) of M/s Kiran Global Chem 
Limited (“the Company” or “Corporate Debtor”) filed an MA seeking permission to Corporate 
Debtor to have access to the its GST Portal account to file GST Return during the period of 
Corporate Insolvency Resolution Process (“CIRP”) and to allow the Applicant to pay the net GST 
liability from the date of commencement of CIRP till its completion disregarding non-payment 
of arrears dues of GST for the period prior to commencement of CIRP. 

Issue Whether access of GST Portal can be given to Corporate Debtor to file GST Return during the 
period of CIRP. 

Held The Hon’ble NCLT, Chennai in MA/1298/2019 in IBA/130/2019 decided on December 12, 2019 
held as under: 

• Any company once gone into CIRP, if at all the Corporate Debtor is to be run as a going 
concern, it can be obligated to pay the taxes from the date of initiation of CIRP. As to 
the dues of pre-admission period, the creditors, including Tax authorities, are entitled 
to make a claim against the Corporate Debtor as mentioned in the Insolvency and 
Bankruptcy Code, 2016 (“IBC”). 

• Therefore, if Corporate Debtor’s GST Portal is blocked, it is difficult for the Corporate 
Debtor to generate bills falling within the ambit of GST and pay the taxes for the post-
admission period. 

• Law is clear that the Tax authorities fall within the ambit of the Operational Creditor, as 
to the pre-admissioned claims are concerned, they are at liberty to make their claims 
before the RP instead of insisting upon the RP to pay the same before accepting the tax 
liabilities arising during the CIRP period. 

• Rejected the Contention of the Respondents that there is no Section in Central Goods 
and Services Act, 2017 (“CGST Act”) or in its software to accept current dues before 
clearing part dues stating that as per Section 238 of the IBC states that IBC will have 
overriding effect on all other laws which are in contravention to the provisions of IBC. 

• Directed the Respondents to allow Corporate Debtor to have access to its GST Portal 
account, permit the Applicant to file GST Return of Corporate Debtor generated after 
commencement of CIRP without insisting upon the payment of past dues of GST during 
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the pre-admission period and accept net GST liability after availing eligible ITC from the 
date of commencement of CIRP and adjust such GST payment so remitted by the 
Corporate Debtor towards discharge of GST during the CIRP period. 

 

Supreme Court stays Gujarat HC Judgment which declared press release w.r.t last date to avail ITC for FY 
2017-18 as illegal 

The Union of India (“the Petitioner”) has filed a Special Leave Petition (Civil) in the Hon’ble Supreme Court of 
India (“the Hon’ble SC”) arising out of the final judgment & order dated June 24, 2019 in SCA No. 18962/2018 
(“impugned judgment”) passed by the High Court Of Gujarat (“the Hon’ble Gujarat HC”), wherein the Hon’ble 
Gujarat HC had held the press release issued by Revenue dated October 18, 2018 as illegal to the extent that 
its paragraph-3 purports to clarify that the last date for availing input tax credit (“ITC”) relating to the invoices 
issued during the period from July 2017 to March 2018 is the last date for the filing of return in Form GSTR-
3B. 

The Hon’ble SC [in Special Leave Petition (Civil) Diary No(s). 40304/2019 heard on December 6, 2019] has 
issued a notice on the revenue’s prayer for interim relief, application for condonation of delay as well as the 
Special Leave Petition. 

The Hon’ble SC has also granted 2 weeks’ time to the Respondents (AAP and Co.) to file their reply affidavit 
and has, in meantime, stayed the operation of the impugned judgment/order. 

 

HC allows modification of TRAN-1 to claim pre-GST ITC 

Facts Hans Raj Sons (“the Petitioner”) is a works contractor. The Petitioner could not upload the 
details of un-utilized ITC as per the accounts books to the electronically generated statutory 
Form “TRAN-I”, which was the requirement under the GST regime for availing the benefit of 
the previous un-utilized ITC accrued under the Taxing Statutes.  

Issue  Whether TRAN-1 can be allowed to be modified? 

Held The Hon’ble HC, Punjab and Haryana in CWP 36393/2019 decided on December 16, 2019 
held as under: 

• The court relied on the case of Adfert Technologies Pvt. Ltd. v. Union of India and 
others [CWP 30949 of 2018] to allow Petitioner with permission/ modification to file 
TRAN-1 by December 31, 2019. 

• Further clarified that in case the Petitioner is hampered in any manner from availing 
the benefit of aforesaid judgment, due to non-opening of the Portal by the 
Respondents, then the Petitioner shall be permitted, in the alternative to claim the 
benefit of unutilized credit in their GST-3B Forms to be filed for the month of January, 
2020 either electronically or manually. 
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HC directs adjudicating authority to construe intimation letter demanding interest as SCN and give an 
opportunity of being heard  

Facts Godavari Commodities Ltd. (“the Petitioner”) is aggrieved by the letter of intimation for 
payment of interest on delayed payment of GST, dated February 6, 2019, issued by the 
Superintendent of CGST (“the Respondent”). 

By the said letter, the Petitioner was asked to make the payment of the aforesaid amount in 
the Government account and submit the payment details within three days of the receipt of 
the letter. Admittedly, pursuant to the issuance of this demand, the bank account of the 
Petitioner was freezed and upon the payment of the aforesaid amount, the account was 
defreezed. 

Issue  Whether such letter of intimation is legal? 

Held The Hon’ble HC, Jharkhand in W.P.(T) No.1786 of 2019 decided on December 3, 2019 held as 
under: 

• Rejected the Respondents contention that since the tax was paid, Section 73(1) of the 
CGST Act shall not be attracted in the case of the Petitioner and, therefore, show 
cause notice was not required. 

• Held that tax was not paid by the Petitioner in the Government account within the 
due date, and accordingly it is a case of tax not being paid, within the period 
prescribed, or when due. 

• The amount of ₹ 11,58,643/-, i.e., the amount of short paid interest has already been 
realised from the Petitioner, after freezing the bank account of the Petitioner, and 
after the payment of the said amount, the bank account has also been defreezed. 

• Thus, the letter of intimation is to be treated as a show cause notice issued under 
Section 73(1) of the CGST Act. Even otherwise, if any penal action is taken against the 
Petitioner, irrespective of the fact whether there is provision under the Act or not, 
the minimum requirement is that the principles of natural justice must be followed. 

• Further held that the Petitioner shall be given an opportunity of being heard by the 
adjudicating authority, who shall give a hearing to the Petitioner on whether the 
Petitioner was liable to pay the short-paid interest amount or not. 

• In case, upon adjudication, it is found that the Petitioner was not liable to make the 
payment of interest short paid, the said amount shall be refunded to the Petitioner 
with statutory interest thereon. 

 

Appeal u/s 35G of the Excise Act for determining applicability of Service Tax, not maintainable before HC  

Facts Tax Appeal No. 01 of 2017 

A show cause-cum-demand notice dated March 7, 2012 (“SCN-1”) was issued to Sikkim 
Manipal University (“Respondents” or “SMU”), on the allegation that SMU was found 
engaged in providing “franchise service” and has  failed to obtain Service Tax registration for 
providing franchise service, which is a taxable service, and it failed to discharge its due Service 
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Tax liability inclusive of Education Cess and Secondary & Higher Education Cess amounting to 
₹ 1,13,06,993/- for the period from April 2007 to February 2011. 

Order-in-Original (“OIO-1”) dated October 1, 2012 held that SMU had collected registration 
fee, accreditation fee, affiliation fee and inspection fee from different Learning Centres 
spread throughout the country. It was also recorded that there was a relationship of 
‘franchisor’ and ‘franchisee’ in between SMU as ‘franchisor’ and Learning Centres as 
‘franchisee’ for the purpose of the Finance Act, 1994 (“Finance Act”). Thus, non-payment of 
Service Tax did not appear to be bona fide and facts were suppressed from the Department 
by not submitting statutory returns. 

SCN-1 had taken the amount received by SMU from Learned Centres as accreditation 
fee/registration and inspection fee as taxable value and had indicated Service Tax amount as 
₹ 1,13,06,993/-. On recalculation, the Commissioner in OIO-1 determined the total amount 
of Service Tax inclusive of Education Cess and Secondary & Higher Education Cess to be ₹ 
1,01,51,705/-. 

The CESTAT accepted the argument of the Respondent that when the fee charged by SMU 
and shared with Learning Centres is not subject to Service Tax, amount in respect of 
accreditation fee cannot be brought under the net of Service Tax. 

Tax Appeal No. 02 of 2017 

A show cause-cum-demand notice dated April 8, 2016 (“SCN-2”) was issued stating that SMU 
had been collecting alumni fees along with admission fee at the time of registration from their 
students and had failed to obtain Service Tax registration and pay Service Tax amounting to 
₹ 2,25,64,753/- for the period from 2011-12 to 2015-16 (up to September 2015) in respect of 
alumni fee so collected by them which was taxable to Service Tax under the category of 
‘Business Auxiliary Services’ for the period up to June 30, 2012 and thereafter under ‘Other 
than Negative Services’ for the period from July 1, 2012 under Section 66B of the Finance Act. 

Order-in-Original (“OIO-2”) dated September 8, 2019 observed that the activity of the alumni 
services provided by SMU is not in relation to furtherance of education and the same is for 
the benefit of the former students and not for the existing students; and accordingly, held 
that taxability of alumni fees prior to July 1, 2012 will fall under sub-clause (6) of the definition 
of ‘Business Auxiliary Services’ and post July 1, 2012 under ‘Other than Negative Service’. It 
was also recorded that there was suppression of facts with intention to evade payment of 
Service Tax. 

The CESTAT recorded a finding that SMU had collected some money in the name of alumni 
fee but without providing any service and so, when no service is provided then applicability 
of Service Tax is not in question. 

Being aggrieved, the Revenue filed an appeal before the HC. 

Issue  Whether the above appeal of the Revenue is maintainable before the HC under Section 35G 
of the Excise Act? 
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Held The Hon’ble HC, Sikkim in the Tax Appeal No. 1 and 2 of 2017 decided on December 6, 2019 
held as under: 

• A perusal of Section 35L(1)(b) of the Excise Act shows that an appeal against any order 
passed by the CESTAT relating, among other things, to the determination of any 
question having a relation to the rate of duty of excise or to the value of goods for 
purposes of assessment shall lie directly to the Hon’ble Supreme Court. 

• Such order, as is noticed earlier, is not made appealable to the High Court, as Section 
35G of the Excise Act specifically excludes such an order from being a subject matter 
of an appeal before the High Court. 

• A perusal of the judgment of the High Court of Delhi in Ernst & Young Pvt. Ltd. [2014 
(2) TMI 1133 - Delhi High Court] shows that a contention was advanced by the 
Revenue that the expression ‘rate of duty’ or ‘value of service’ should be construed in 
a narrow manner limiting it to the rate of duty payable on the service chargeable to 
tax or the valuation of the service which is chargeable to tax and that the same will 
not encompass the question as to whether the activity is a taxable service under the 
charging section. The High Court of Delhi held that determination of any question 
relating to rate of tax would necessarily directly and proximately involve the question, 
which is, whether the activity falls within the charging section and Service Tax is 
leviable on the said activity. It was further held that the said determination is integral 
and an important injunct to the question of rate of tax. In case Service Tax is not to be 
levied or imposed and cannot be imposed under the charging section, no tax would 
be payable, the words ‘rate of tax’ in relation to rate of tax would include the question 
whether or not the activity is excisable to tax under a particular or specific provision. 

• While respectfully following the decision of High Court of Delhi in Ernst & Young Pvt. 
Ltd. (supra), we also note that Section 35L(2) of the Excise Act, which was inserted by 
the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014 with effect from August 6, 2014, makes it abundantly 
clear that the determination of any question having relation to the rate of duty shall 
include determination of taxability or excisability of goods for the purpose of 
assessment. 

• Thus, present appeals are not maintainable under Section 35G of the Excise Act. 

 

HC directs Chairman and CEO-GSTN to monitor and ensure redressal of all GSTN grievances till constitution 
of PGC 

Facts/ Issue State Tax Bar Association (“Petitioner”) submitted that various persons are raising tickets 
from time to time on issues with which they are confronted, but to no avail till the 
constitution of PGCs. Revenue (“Respondents”) submits that in place of ‘IT Grievances 
Redressal Mechanism’, which was required to deal with all kind of grievances, including 
individual grievances relating to the working of the GSTN, the Respondents are in the process 
of constituting PCG at the local and Commissionerate level, which would also redress IT 
Grievances. 

Held The Hon’ble HC, Delhi in W.P.(C) 9575/2017 & C.M. No. 38987/2017 and W.P.(C) 
10284/2018 & CM APPL. 40111/2018 decided on November 28, 2019 held as under: 

• It is not stated as to how and when the said committees would be constituted or what 
would be the structure and qualification of the persons who would be part of the said 
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grievance committees, and the mechanism that these committees would adopt to 
ensure that the grievances are adequately addressed, and do not remain 
unaddressed. It goes without saying that unless such committees have participation 
of the decision makers, their word may not matter and the grievance may remain 
unaddressed. Court directed the Respondents to file an affidavit within two weeks in 
this regard, listing all the particulars. 

• In any event, till the constitution of the said committees at the local and 
Commissionerate level, the grievances raised by the registered assessee cannot go un-
redressed. 

• Directed that the Chairman and the CEO, GSTN to be responsible to monitor, and 
ensure the redressal of all grievances relating to the GSTN, including IT related 
grievances in the working of the GSTN network, and to comply with the orders of the 
HC, as well as the aspects on which agreements have been reached and assurances 
have been given by the Respondents. 

• A status report shall be filed by the Chairman and the CEO, GSTN on the next date 
with regard to the grievances tickets raised; grievances/tickets addressed and 
resolved, and; outstanding grievances/tickets. 

• Matter is next listed on December 18, 2019. 
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Key decisions of 38th GST Council Meeting w.r.t. Law and Procedure related changes 

 

The 38 Meetings of the GST Council met under the Chairmanship of the Union Minister for Finance & 
Corporate Affairs Smt. Nirmala Sitharaman here today. The meeting was also attended by the Union Minister 
of State for Finance & Corporate Affairs Shri Anurag Thakur besides Finance Ministers of States & UTs and 
senior officers of the Ministry of Finance. The GST Council recommended the following: 

1. Grievance Redressal Committees (“GRC”) will be constituted at Zonal/State level with both CGST and 
SGST officers and including representatives of trade and industry and other GST stakeholders (GST 
practitioners and GSTN etc.). These committees will address the grievances of the specific/ general 
nature of taxpayers at the Zonal/ State level. 

2. The due date for annual return in FORM GSTR-9 and reconciliation statement in FORM GSTR-9C for FY 
2017-18 to be extended to 31.01.2020.  

3. Following measures would be taken to improve filing of FORM GSTR-1: 
i. Waiver of a late fee to be given to all taxpayers in respect of all pending FORM GSTR-1from July 2017 
to November 2019, if the same is filed by 10.01.2020. 
ii. E-way bill for taxpayers who have not filed their FORM GSTR-1 for two tax periods shall be blocked.  

4. ITC to the recipient in respect of invoices or debit notes that are not reflected in his Form GSTR-2A 
shall be restricted to 10 percent of the eligible credit available in respect of invoices or debit notes 
reflected in his Form GSTR-2A.  

5. To check the menace of fake invoices, suitable action to be taken for blocking of fraudulently availed 
ITC in certain situations. 

Important Press Releases  

Key Highlights of 38th GST Council Meeting 
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6. A Standard Operating Procedure for tax officers would be issued in respect of action to be taken in 
cases of non-filing of FORM GSTR 3B returns. 

7. Due date of filing GST returns for the month of November 2019 to be extended in respect of a few 
North Eastern States. 

8. The Council also approved various law amendments which will be introduced in Budget 2020. 

The Press Release can be accessed at: https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetail.aspx?PRID=1596896 

  

 

 

Key Takeaway of 38th GST Council Meeting on GST Rate Changes, Exemptions  

The 38th Meeting of the GST Council met under the Chairmanship of the Union Minister for Finance & 
Corporate Affairs Smt. Nirmala Sitharaman here today. The meeting was also attended by the Union Minister 
of State for Finance & Corporate Affairs Shri Anurag Thakur besides Finance Ministers of States & UTs and 
senior officers of the Ministry of Finance.  The GST Council recommended the following relating to changes in 
GST rates, exemptions. 

1. To exempt upfront amount payable for long term lease of industrial/ financial infrastructure plots by 
an entity having 20% or more ownership of Central or State Government. Presently, the exemption is 
available to an entity having 50% or more ownership of the Central or State Government. This change 
shall become effective from 1st January 2020. 

2. To levy a single rate of GST @ 28% on both State-run and State-authorized lottery. This change shall 
become effective from 1st March 2020. 

3. The Council also considered the rate of GST rate on Woven and Non-Woven Bags and sacks of 
polyethylene or polypropylene strips or the like, whether or not laminated, of a kind used for packing 
of goods (HS code 3923/6305) in view of the requests received post the changes recommended on 
such goods in the last meeting and recommended to raise the GST to a uniform rate of 18% (from 
12%) on all such bags falling under HS 3923/6305 including Flexible Intermediate Bulk Containers 
(FIBC). This change shall become effective from 1st January 2020. 

The Press Release can be accessed at: https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetail.aspx?PRID=1596896 

 

 

38th GST Council Meeting - Presentation on GST Revenue Trends 

The 38th meeting of the GST Council met under the Chairmanship of the Union Minister for Finance & 
Corporate Affairs Smt. Nirmala Sitharaman here today. The meeting was also attended by the Union Minister 
of State for Finance & Corporate Affairs Shri Anurag Thakur besides Finance Ministers of States & UTs and 
senior officers of Ministry of Finance. 

A presentation was made to the 38thGST Council on the issue of revenue, GST rate structure and 
compensation needs of the States. Before the presentation, the Convenor of GoM on revenue augmentation 
Sh. Sushil Kumar Modi, Dy CM (Bihar) made opening remarks about the revenue position and future roadmap. 
The presentation made thereafter was based on discussions in the Committee of officers of State and Centre 
on revenue augmentation. The revenue trends since inception of GST as shown below was taken note of - 

A constructive discussion followed the presentation covered a wide range of issues such as measures for 
encouraging voluntary compliance, expanding tax base, measures to improve return filing and tax collection 

https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetail.aspx?PRID=1596896
https://pib.gov.in/PressReleseDetail.aspx?PRID=1596896
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and rate rationalisation. Automation measures such as e-invoice, new return system, QR code on bills were 
also discussed. To exchange knowledge about best practices of tax administration, State of UP and UT of J&K 
made presentation on their effort to improve GST collection, as in the recent past they have shown a healthy 
growth in compliance. 

GST Council gave necessary guidance on further analysis regarding exemption and concession impact analysis, 
tax base analysis, sensitivity analysis and compliance measures needed to keep pace with revenue needs. The 
Council also directed for expeditious implementation of IT and other initiatives. 

Complete Press Release can be accessed: http://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/wp-
content/uploads/2019/12/PIB1596894.pdf 
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CBIC extends due date of filing of GSTR-3B for the month of November 2019 

 

The GSTN has issued an alert message for the taxpayers that the Last date for filing GSTR-3B has been 
extended to December 23, 2019.  

Source# GSTN Portal 

 

 

New Offline Tools of GSTR-9C are likely to be available by Dec 21, 2019  

 

Important Updates  

http://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/3b.png
http://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/wp-content/uploads/2019/12/WhatsApp-Image-2019-12-17-at-11.20.48-AM.jpeg
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The Government has made some changes in the Forms of Annual Return (GSTR-9) and the Reconciliation 
Statement (GSTR-9C) vide Notification No. 56/2019 dated 17.11.2019. Accordingly, the changes in the 
application software and the offline tools are likely to be made available by December 21, 2019. 

Source: www.gst.gov.in 

But the above utility is not made available as yet. 

 

 

Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme shall not be extended beyond December 31: CBIC 

 

Sabka Vishwas Legacy Dispute Resolution Scheme (SVLDRS) available upto December 31, 2019 and shall 
not be extended; All taxpayers advised to avail the scheme and settle pending Service Tax & Central Excise 
disputes. 

Source: #CBIC 
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News Flash 
 

1. CA held for siphoning GST money 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/ca-held-for-siphoning-gst-money/ 

2. Apex Court order on GSTR 3B raises fears over input tax credit 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/apex-court-order-on-gstr-3b-raises-fears-over-input-tax-credit/ 

3. GST payment pattern changed unilaterally 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/gst-payment-pattern-changed-unilaterally/ 

4. GST compensation to 9 states put at Rs 70,000 Cr 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/gst-compensation-to-9-states-put-at-rs-70000-cr/ 

5. Taxman may get to block doubtful input tax credit 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/taxman-may-get-to-block-doubtful-input-tax-credit/ 

6. DGGI Mumbai busts major IGST refund racket, arrests one 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/dggi-mumbai-busts-major-igst-refund-racket-arrests-one/ 

7. Major rejig of GST slabs unlikely for now 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/major-rejig-of-gst-slabs-unlikely-for-now/ 

8. Government mulls new duty on imports 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/government-mulls-new-duty-on-imports/ 

9. GST centres to help file returns 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/gst-centres-to-help-file-returns/ 

10. Crackdown on bogus GST claims | DGGI unearths Rs 41cr IGST evasion, nabs kingpin 

https://www.a2ztaxcorp.com/crackdown-on-bogus-gst-claims-dggi-unearths-rs-41cr-igst-

evasion-nabs-kingpin/ 
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Thanks & Best Regards,                                                     

Bimal Jain 
FCA, FCS, LLB, B.Com (Hons) 
Author of a book on Goods and Services Tax, titled, "GST 

Law and Analysis (with conceptual procedures) [5thEdition] 

 

Connect With Us: 

          

 

 

 

 

Email: bimaljain@a2ztaxcorp.com 

ABOUT US: 

A2Z TAXCORP LLP is a boutique Indirect Tax firm having professionals from Multi disciplines which 

includes Goods and Services Tax (GST), Central Excise, Custom, Service Tax, VAT, DGFT, Foreign Trade 

Policy, SEZ, EOU, Export – Import Laws, Free Trade Policy etc. 

 

 

DISCLAIMER: The views expressed are strictly of the author and A2Z Taxcorp LLP. The contents of this 

weekly newsletter are solely for informational purpose. It does not constitute professional advice or 

recommendation of firm. Neither the author nor firm and its affiliates accepts any liabilities for any loss or 

damage of any kind arising out of any information in this weekly newsletter nor for any actions taken in 

reliance thereon. 

Our Address:  

 

A2Z TAXCORP LLP 
Tax and Law Practitioners 

 

Flat No. 34B,  

Ground Floor, Pocket – 1,  

Mayur Vihar Phase-1  

Delhi – 110091 (India)  

Tel: +91 11 42427056 

Web: www.a2ztaxcorp.com 
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https://twitter.com/JainTax
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